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In a letter addressed to the “ Times,” on the 23rd of 
November last, the Duke of Argyll made the following 
statement :— 

“General assurances were given to Shere Ali (in 
1869) that from time to time we should give him 
such assistance and support as the circumstances of 


the case might seem, in our judement, to justify and 


require. 

‘It may well be asked if this was enough to satisfy 
the Ameer as a substitute for all the demands he had 
made—for the treaty offensive and defensive, for the 
guarantee against domestic enemies, for the assurance 
of his succession, for the annual subsidy? No. There 
was one more concession which Lord Mayo made, and 
made willingly. He promised to the Ameer ‘that no 
Kuropean officers would be placed as Residents in his 
cities.’ 
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«The stress which was laid upon this at the Um- 
balla conferences, and the high place given to it 
among the engagements to which they led, are a sufh- 
cient indication of the value which attached to it in 
the feelings and the opinions of the Ameer.” : 

“On the one side he had the Indian Government 
demanding the surrender of an immunity from the’ 
interference of British officers, on which he set the 
highest value, and which had been solemnly guaranteed 
to him by the promise of a Viceroy whom he had loved 
and trusted. On the other side he had the Russians, 
whose interference he must dislike quite as much.”’ 

The Duke of Argyll repeats this general statement 
with characteristic’ ability in a book entitled ‘‘ The 
Eastern Question,’’* published in London last week. 
In this book he throws doubt upon certain evidence 
given by myself, Major Grey, and others, to the 
effect that the Ameer Shere Ali Khan was, in 1869,+ 
willing to “consider the subject of British Agencies 
in Afghanistan, had he received encouragement to 
enter officially into the subject, and had his ex- 
pectations of being granted a new treaty been re- 
sponded to.” 

Whilst assuming, however, that Shere Ali obtained 
from Lord Mayo a solemn pledge that “no Kuropean 
officers should be placed as Residents in his cities,” 


* «The Hastern Question, from the Treaty of Paris, 1856, to 
the Treaty of Berlin, 1878, and to the second Afghan War.” By 
the Duke of Argyll. Strahan & Co., 1879. 

+ Colonel Burne’s Note, 24 April 1877, p. 174, Afghanistan, 
No. l. 
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the Duke of Argyll bears testimony* to the fact that, 
in the early part of 1869, on first assuming the Vice- 
royalty, Lord Mayo, on his part, recognised the 
utility of having an European official at Cabul, but 
considered that the British Government could, “ with- 
out sending, at present, any Kuropean official to Cabul, 
exercise sufficient influence over him (Shere Ali) to 
keep him on the most amicable terms with us.*+ His 
Grace also shows, correctly enough, that Lord Mayo 
was at that time opposed to our taking “any direct 
part in the internal affairs of Afghanistan: and that 
he did not then want any “Resident at Cabul, or 
political influence in his (Shere Ali’s) kingdom,” 
although he fully appreciated the value of « obtaining 
accurate information as to the events that occur in 
Central Asia.”’ 

In deducing from these facts that Lord Mayo recog- 
nised that “one of the great advantages to be derived 
from the approaching conference would be the oppor- 
tunity it would afford him of satisfying the Ameer 
that we did not want to press any Residents upon 
him,’ the Duke of Argyll falls into error. Kqually 
so when he states, with emphasis, that there was 
“one more concession which Lord Mayo made, 
and made willingly—he promised to the Ameer ‘that 
no Kuropean officers should be placed as Residents 
in his cities.’ ” 

™ 
* “The Hastern Question,” vol. ii. p. 253. 
t Ibid., vol. ii. pp. 256, 257. 
{ Lbid., vol. 1. p. 264. 
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There is some foundation, I readily admit, for the 
latter inference in the terms of Lord Mayo’s private 
letter to the Duke, dated 8rd June 1869, quoted by 
His Grace, as follows :—‘‘ The only pledges (to the 
Ameer) given were: that we would not interfere 
in his affairs; that we would support his inde- 
pendence; that we would not force European officers 
or Residents upon him against his wish.”’* 1 am 
. prepared to show, however, that the Viceroy could not 
have intended to give to the words thus quoted the 
full meaning attached to them by the Duke of Argyll, 
or have supposed that any such pledge, if given, could 
be binding on all future Governments for all time 
under all circumstances. 

To understand the question fully, it 1s necessary 
for a moment to go back to the transactions of 
1857, viz. the negotiations leading up to the agree- 
ment of that year between Shere Ali’s father and 
Lord Canning’s Government, negotiations which 
were carefully studied by Shere Ali, along with those 
of an earlier date, before reaching British territory 
to attend the Umballa durbar. This agreement, 
concluded (on the outbreak of the Anglo-Persian war) 
between the Governor-General of India and Dost 
Mahomed, made provision for a large monthly subsidy 
to the Ameer during the continuance of the war, and 
for the temporary location of British officers with 
suitable establishments at Cabul, Candahar, and Balkh. 
These officers were to “keep their own Government 


* “The Eastern Question,” vol. 1. p. 274. 
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informed of all affairs,’ and to watch the disbursement 
of the subsidy ; they were not to interfere in any way 
“in the internal administration of the country.”’ 

In the various conferences between the Punjab and 
Afghan authorities, in connection with this agree- 
ment, 1t became apparent that the presence of British 
oficers im Afghanistan was not so unpalatable to the 
Afghans as had been anticipated, although an influential 
party, mcluding Dost Mahomed himself, had so strong 
an objection to their location at the capital itself that 
the clause of the agreement, so far as it affected 
Cabul, remained a dead letter. 

The following passages from some portions of the 
correspondence of that period will show the general 
feeling of the Afghans of 1857 on this subject. 

On the 7th of January, 1857, Mr. Lawrence ad- 
dressed Lord Canning’s Government as follows :—* 

‘‘ Hafizjeet on this asked whether it was our purpose 
to send British officers to Afghanistan. It was stated 
that, provided Government consented to assist the 
Ameer, it would be a condition that such officers 
should be deputed, and receive the countenance and 
support of His Highness. But that they would 
exercise no authority nor any command. Their duty 
would be to attend the Ameer, or any of his sons 


* No. 23A., 7 January 1847, p. 68. Epitome of Cabul Corre- 
spondence, published in Lahore Government Press. 1863. 

+ “Hafizjee, son of the Mir Waiz, one of the most influential 
men in the kingdom, whose sanctity is so great and popular (from 
uniting the Sayyad and Sunni in one) that it is supposed his dis. 
ciples in Cabul and the Kohistan could give away the throne.” 
(Colonel Edwardes, p. 53, ibid.) 
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whom he might entrust with the charge of a distinct 
portion of the Afghan force, and to give advice when 
required, and to obtain all the information which our 
Government might require, for which the Ameer would 
be bound to afford every facility. It was distinctly 
explained that they would neither interfere in the 
administration, nor instruct nor pay the troops. To 
this the Ameer and Sirdars expressed their assent, and, 
indeed, appeared as if they perceived the reasonable- 
ness of the arrangement. It was a point on which 
some difficulty had been anticipated ; but the readiness 
with which it was agreed to was remarkable.” 

He again wrote on the 15th of January, 1857 :—* 

“It may be expedient here to observe that so far 
from the Afghan Chiefs raising objection, or in any 
way indicating an unwillingness to see British officers 
in Cabul, they had actually shown by their remarks 
that they were prepared to allow our officers to inter- 
fere ina manner much more decided than was con- 
templated. Thus, while the Chief Commissioner was 
explaining to the Chiefs the particular duties which 
Government required of our officers, Hafizjee inter- 
rupted his remarks by saying, ‘they’ (the officers) 
‘can give the Ameer advice, they can instruct -:and 
drill the troops.’ There can be no doubt, therefore, 
that the Ameer and his Sirdars were quite prepared 
for the presence of our officers, in the event of any 
subsidy being allowed; at the same time, it is now 
equally clear that such an arrangement is distasteful 


* No. 48 A., 15 January 1857, p. 75, c3id. 
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to the Afghans. The truth probably 1s, that the 
Ameer, though fully aware that the presence of Hng- 
lish officers would compromise him with the bigoted 
party of his countrymen, considered the sacrifice well 
worth making to obtain the large pecuniary aid in his 
hour of need. From these discussions it was obvious 
that the Sirdars were not at all unwilling, and perhaps 
well pleased to have British officers at Candahar, but 
not to see them at Cabul.” 

A few days later he again wrote, confirming this 
statement. He said :—* 

“ After expressing the Ameer’s general approval of 
the articles, they (the Sirdars) said the Ameer held 
the same opinions that they themselves had offered 
yesterday, as to the propriety of stationing such 
British officers, as may be deputed, at Candahar and 
not at Cabul. His Highness believed that much good 
would accrue from their presence on the Candahar 
frontier; that the Afghan generals would get good 
advice from them; that the Persians would see that 
the English were heartily with the Afghans; and that 
these advantages would be readily understocd and 
appreciated by the Afghans themselves. But that at 
Cabul no such palpable advantage would accrue, and 
the common people would think when they saw Huro- 
peans at the capital that the old days of Shah Shuja 
were come again. To this the Chief Commissioner 
replied that there was much force in what the Ameer 
and his Sirdars said; and it was very probable that 


* No. 50 A., 16 January 1857, p. 79, ibid. 
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Government might act on their advice, and begin by 
sending their officers to Candahar only; but it was 
necessary to provide in the agreement full discretion to 
send British officers to any point where their presence 
might be required; for instance, the war might take 
the direction of Balkh, and then Government would 
send officers to that frontier. With these explanations 
the point was dropped, and the fourth article left as 
originally drafted; Hafizjee finally remarking that it 
was well to proceed gradually, and, after a little while, 
when the people had got accustomed to British officers 
at Candahar, others might come to the capital. He 
added that the Ameer would probably go himself to 
Candahar, so there would be the less necessity at 
present for British officers elsewhere. 

“With reference to the decided wishes of the Cabul 
Government, above expressed, and the apparent 
reasonableness of them, the Chief Commissioner re- 
commends that for the present our European officers 
be deputed to Candahar alone. 

‘In Clause 7 was then inserted, at the request of 
the Ameer, that the ‘ Vakeel’ to be left at Cabul per- 
manently, after the withdrawal of the British officers 
now deputed, was not to be a European.” 

And again :—* 

‘Previous to the articles being signed, they were 
read out in presence of the whole durbar; after which 
the Chief Commissioner recapitulated those points of 
the arrangement which appeared most important, -or 


* No. 05A., 27 January 1857, p. 81, ibid. 
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which, for the present, would not be fully carried out. 
These were, that three British officers would start, as 
soon as possible, for Candahar by the Kuram, 
Peiwar, and Loghar route. Tnat no British officers 
for the present would go to Cabul; but that a native 
gentleman, probably Nawab Faujdar Khan, would be 
sent there by an early date; and that the Ameer 
should also at once appoint a Vakeel, on his own part, 
to reside at Peshawur.”’ 

I make these quotations as bearing, in some degree, 
as I have shown, on the transactions of 1869, at 
Umballa. 

When the Ameer came to Umballa in that year to 
meet Lord Mayo, he had two objects at heart.* I 
cite these objects from the records in my possession 
of the only two conversations which took place 
between the Viceroy and Shere Ali :— 


(1.) The recognition by the British Government of 
his dynasty, and a guarantee of himself and 
his family against all comers whilst in actual 
possession of the throne. 


(2.) Such present assistance in money and arms as 
could be given. 


To gain the first of these objects, there was “nothing 
he would not do in order to evince his gratitude and 
to comply with the wishes of the Indian Government 
in any particular.’’+ 


* First conversation between Ameer and Lord Mayo, 29 March 
1869. The Ameer and Lord Mayo, of course, met on other public 
occasions, but not for discussion of official questions, 

ft Ibid. 
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These records bear testimony, of themselves, to the 
general accuracy of the following Note* recorded by 
myself in 1877 :— 

‘I can fully corroborate all that Captain Grey and 
Dr. Bellew say as to the willingness of the Ameer at 
Umballa to consider the subject of British Agencies in 
Afghanistan had he received encouragement to enter 
officially into the subject, and had his expectations of 
being granted a new treaty been responded to. The 
same evidence which certified to Shere Ali’s desire for 
a treaty certified to his willingness to receive British 
Agents. If the one was imagimary, so was the other. 
Being at that time in Lord Mayo’s full confidence, I 
can testiiy to the fact that both he himself and those 
associated with him accepted the evidence of the 
Ameer’s wishes in both cases as genuine. The time 
had, however, not arrived for the consideration of 
elther question; and the orders of Her Majesty’s 
Government, added to Lord Mayo’s own personal 
views as to the requirement of the moment, and the 
danger of suddenly deviating from the policy of the 
Viceroy who had just left India, induced him to dis- 
courage the official mention of either matter at the 
conferences. Moreover, His Highness made no formal 
proposition on the subject, hoping, as we were led to 
believe, that 1t might come first from the Viceroy, and 
thereby ensure him better terms.” 

But, although, as Private Secretary to the Viceroy 
in 1869, I was in Lord Mayo’s “full confidence,” 


* Colonel Burne’s Note, p. 174, Afghanistan, No. 1. 
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I do not desire to place my own recollections or 
memoranda in too great prominence. I am con- 
tent to substantiate my statement above quoted by 
means of documents which were received and recorded, 
at the time, in the official archives of the Indian 
Foreign Office, copies of which documents have been, 
since the Umballa durbar,* in my possession. 

I beg, in the first instance, to refer to a record of a 
Council held by the Ameer at Lahore on the 16th 
March, 1869, whilst en route to Umballa. 

This record was furnished by X. Y., a faithful ser- 
vant who possessed, and still possesses, the confidence 
of the Government of India, and whose accuracy in 
similar cases has borne the test of years and has not 
been found wanting. 

At this Council the following conversations be- 
tween Shere Ali and his confidential advisers took 
place :-— 

‘The Ameer then said,—‘ Should the British autho- 
rities propose that a Huropean Agent be stationed at 
Cabul itself, although Iam myself agreeable to such 
arrangement, but the people of Cabul are turbulent 
and mischievous—should such Huropean Agent be in- 
jured in any way, which God forbid, I would be dis- 
graced. The late Ameer, my father, on these very 
considerations, refused to have a Huropean Agent at 
his capital. But if an Agent be located in the interior, 
at’ places like Candahar, or Balkh, or Herat, there 


* They have also been published, in whole or im part, in recent 
Blue Books. 














( 12 ) 


would be no objection. Such an arrangement would 
be advantageous to both Governments ; for instance, 
at the present time the people of the Lower Seistan 
have commenced encroachments on the Candahar 
boundaries. Lower Seistan was formerly always at- 
tached to Afghanistan, and has been occupied by 
Persia only since a short time. We are not aware 
what agreement exists between the British and Per- 
sian Governments regarding Lower Seistan. If there 
should be a European Agent.on the border, he would 
be possessed of the necessary information, and would 
be at hand to consult regarding affairs relating to 
territories beyond the borders.’ ” 

‘‘ All the members approved of what the Ameer had 
said.” 

I beg, in the second place, to refer to a Note 
written, at the time, by the Under Secretary in the 
Foreign Department of the Government of India. This 
Note is dated 26th March, 1869, and was received and 
officially recorded as a genuine document. It ran as 
follows :— 

‘The Viceroy may possibly desire to have without 
delay the following details which I have learnt from 
Punjab officials in the course of conversation yesterday 
and to-day. The Ameer is prepared, if asked, to allow 
Kuropean Agents at Candahar, Herat, and Balkh, 
but he would raise difficulties, though probably not 
insuperable ones, about such an officer at Cabul.” 

I beg, in the third place, to refer to a conversation 
between Major Grey and Shere Ali, in which allusion 
was made by the Ameer to the same subject. 
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The record of this conversation was equally received 
and recorded at the time as genuine. Before quoting 
it, however, it may be expedient to describe the exact 
position held by Major Grey at the Umballa confe- 
rence, and the opinion which Lord Mayo held of that 
officer. I feel bound, in justice to Major Grey, to 
take this course, as some unmerited doubts have been 
cast on his position at Umballa, and the accuracy of 
his statements made then and since. 

Major Grey is an officer of recognised experience 
and ability. or his general intelligence and complete 
knowledge of Persian, Lord Mayo selected him as 
special interpreter at Umballa between His Excellency 
and Shere Ali. Of Lord Mayo’s personal opinion of 
him I need only quote the following statement* from 
many others of-a similar kind :— 

“Captain Grey, who knows them (the Afghans) 
all thoroughly, and is steady and wise, and entirely in 
our confidence (as he was interpreter at Umballa) 
keeps up a purely unofficial correspondence with Nur 
Mahomed, the Minister. This is useful.” 

No one in 1869 ventured to call in question this 
officer’s veracity; and in that year the following 
statement, signed and verified by the Foreign Secre- 
tary, was handed in to the Viceroy, was accepted as 
genuine, and was recorded in the archives of the 
Foreign Office. It is dated 3lst March 1869, and 
runs as follows :— 

“he Ameer is prepared to act on what he may see 


* Lord Mayo, 17 October 1869. 
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is the nature of the friendship the British propose to 
afford him. If, as hitherto, merely acknowledging the 
ruler of Cabul de facto, well and good, but if prepared 
to acknowledge and support him and the heir he may 
point out (the contrary having produced the present 
troubles), there is nothing he will not accede to. 
“He is open to any proposition for securing his 
northern border. While doubtful of any Russian power 
for aggression for some years to come, still he thinks 
precautions should be taken; he would construct forts 
on his own part, or under our superintendence, and 
admit Huropean garrisons if ever desired; he would 
gladly see an Agent or engineer superintendent in 
Balkh, Herat, or anywhere but actually in Cabul, 
which might lead to the supposition of his being a 
puppet.” 

But there is yet another officer’s evidence in favour 
of this view—an officer who was attached to the 
Ameer’s personal staff as his interpreter; an officer 
who was a personal friend of Shere Ali’s, who was 
on the most intimate terms with him, who had a 
thorough knowledge of the Pushtoo language, and 





could hardly retain a wrong impression of his many 
conversations with His Highness. This officer, Dr. 
Bellew, writing in 1875, says that the impression left 
on his mind at Umballa was that “Shere Ali would 
gladly see Agents at Herat and Candahar.’’* 

I have, however, no wish to rely solely on the 
evidence thus given; I therefore may be permitted to 


* See p. 273, Afghanistan, No. 1. 
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quote Lord Mayo’s own words, when he wrote* to 
Sir Henry Rawlinson after the Umballa durbar, 
treating the question of an Agency at Herat as a new 
one which did not take a prominent place at the Um- 
balla conference ; testifymg, at the same time, to Shere 
Ali’s willingness, although evincing, in his opinion, 
no positive anxiety, to receive British Agencies at 
Herat, Candahar, or Balkh, if desired. 

Lord Mayo writes :— 

“Tt was repeatedly explained to him (Shere Ali) 
that we should never send a British soldier to assist 
him against his rebellious subjects. .... I own I 
am very sceptical as to the propriety of placing a 
British Resident at Herat, but I will reserve my 
opinion until I hear the reasons. As a rule, am 
totally opposed to sending European Politicals to any 
Asiatic town if it can be avoided ; they are a dangerous 
class, and many a misfortune can be traced to their 
honest but misplaced activity. I do not believe, from 
what the Ameer said at Umballa, that he would offer 
any opposition to an English Agent being placed at 
Candahar, Herat, or Balkh, though he would strongly 
object to the appearance of one at Cabul. But I do 
not think he wished for it anywhere, fearing the effect 
it might have on his own subjects.” 

When, in 1875, the question of an Agency at Herat 
unexpectedly caused a difference of opmion between 
Her Majesty’s Home Government and that of India, 
Lord Northbrook’s Government endeavoured to shake 


* Lord Mayo to Sir Henry Rawlinson, 10 June 1869. 
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the evidence given and accepted as genuine in 1869. 
But it failed to do so to any material extent. Major 
Grey’s evidence, indeed, became more emphatic than 
that given in 1869 ; for he says,* “ the Ameer did freely 
consent to the appointment of British officers in Balkh, 
Herat, or anywhere but actually at Cabul;” and the 
Government of India could not but acknowledge that 
Captain Grey’s evidence was not to be ignored. For, 
in addressing the Secretary of State for Indiat+ in 
that year, they said :— 

“On the whole, however, we think that either 
the Ameer himself or his Minister, Noor Mahomed 
Shah, did, in confidential communication with Captain 
Grey, express a readiness to accept at some future 
time, not far distant, the presence of British Agents 
in Afghanistan, excepting Cabul itself.” 

Passing from this correspondence, we come to evi- 
dence of a more recent date, on which the Duke of 
Argyll places much reliance—that of Mr. Seton Karr, 
who, in 1869, filled the position of Foreign Secretary to 
the Government of India. Mr. Seton Karr’s evidence 
is culled from his private memorandum book. That 
evidence is not on official record, either in India or at 
the India Office; and I give prominence to this fact 
as showing the secondary importance to be attached 
to it. It is an axiom of Indian administration to 
record every word, every line, every expression of im- 
portance, which passes between a Viceroy and an Asiatic 


* See p. 144, Afghanistan, No. 1. 
+ To Secretary of State, 7 June 1875, p. 129, Afghanistan, No. 1. 
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potentate, or a Foreign Secretary and an Asiatic 
minister. This 1s a point on which most scrupulous 
care is taken. It is necessary to existing, and vital 
to future, interests; and, such being the case, no 
responsible Government can justifiably accept extracts 
from private memoranda given ten years after an 
event, unless fully supported by the official records 
of the date to which those memoranda may refer. 
Mr. Seton Karr is a distinguished Indian servant, 
whose veracity, honour, and ability, are not to be im- 
peached. But to what, after all, does his testimony 
amount? Why, merely to substantiate that of Captain 
Grey, viz. that the Ameer did not want a Resident 
at Cabul, and to a complete negation of the solemn 
guarantee on which the Duke of Argyll relies. I 
give his own words. 

(1.) Mr. Seton Karr’s letter to Lord Lawrence, 
dated 18th November, 1878. 

This is what he says to Lord Lawrence :— 

‘‘ As instructed by Lord Mayo, I did broach (to the 
Ameer) the subject of an English Resident at Oabul. 
Both he and his Minister clearly intimated that they 
could not accede to this step. It would be viewed 
with suspicion, they said, by a strong party at Cabul. 
It would excite prejudice and hostility; if anything 
happened to the Resident, the Ameer would be blamed ; 
and many similar arguments. He certainly did add 
that, personally, he might have no strong objections to 
a Resident, but urged that his chiefs and nobles would 
resent the presence of an Hnglishman, and that he 
could not consent. I considered then, as I do now, 
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that this latter expression was merely meant to soften 
down his refusal. Indeed, from the Ameer’s manner, as 
well as from that of his Minister, I judged that he dis- 
liked this idea as much as anyone, and had no wish for 
any English political officer. The subject was not again 
pressed, and Lord Mayo never, I think, apprehended 
that the proposal would find acceptance. My commu- 
nications with the Ameer and with Nur Mahommed 
were long and frequent.* I noted down these results 
at the time. I have frequently thought over the 
matter since, and I am quite certain of my facts.” 

(2.) Mr. Seton Karr’s letter to the Under Secretary 
of State for India, dated 10th December, 1878 :— 

‘“‘T repeat that I was distinctly empowered by Lord 
Mayo to ask the Ameer whether he would consent to 
an English Resident (at Cabul), and his reply was that 
though personally he might not object, 1t ‘would do 
him harm in the eyes of his people,’ and he and his 
Ministers used other arguments to the same effect. 
This was by me reported to Lord Mayo in the presence 






























* Tn a letter addressed to me on the 4th of April 1869, Mr. 
Seton Karr, referring to his conversations with Nur Mahomed, 
wrote— 

“T could not find an opportunity last night to tell His Excel- 
lency that the Ameer, through his Minister, clearly understands 
the wishes of the Government about trade and the passes,” Xe. 

In a Note of the same date, enclosed to me for Lord Mayo’s 
information, Captain Grey made a further report of his private 
conversations with the Ameer on matters which Lord Mayo 
desired him (Captain Grey) to discuss with His Highness, in the 
course of which Shere Ali “expressed his readiness to meet the 
British Government half-way in every matter that interested 
them,” 
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of Lord Sandhurst, and the subject was at once dropped 
by the Viceroy’s express desire.” 

The Duke of Argyll, in a letter to Mr. Seton Karr, 
dated the 14th December (published in the “ Daily 
News” of the 18th idem), congratulates him on having 
spoken the truth; believing, apparently, that his 
evidence had disproved the statement that the Ameer 
was not unwilling in 1869 to receive European Agents 
in his country (except at Cabul), and that Mr. Seton 
Karr had given a denial to this assertion. 

But all Mr. Seton Karr apparently adduces from 
his private memoranda is the fact stated by Major 
Grey and others in 1869, that the Ameer would 
“raise difficulties, although probably not insuper- 
able ones,’’ to the location of a Resident at Cabui. 
Mr. Seton Karr—no doubt inadvertently—omitted 
to state that the evidence tendered and accepted 
as genuine at Umballa showed that Shere Ali was not 
unwilling to have considered the question of the 
location of British officers elsewhere than at the 
capital, had he been asked, or had the matter been 
looked upon as of sufficient importance (which it was 
not) to have been urged upon him by the Viceroy. 

That Lord Mayo did not really desire, in 1869, to 
send British officers to Cabul, or to any other part of 





Afghanistan, as permanent Agents, or, in other words, 

to exercise, in the state of things then existing, inter- 

ference in the “internal affairs of the country,” is 

evident from his published despatches and from his 

letters quoted by the Duke of Argyll. But before 

each of his conferences with Shere Ali, he went over 
Q * 
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with Major Grey, in my presence, the ground which 
he intended to take up in the event of the Ameer 
bringing the subject forward; and his whole object 
was, whilst making up his mind to refuse to allow 
officers to go then to Afghanistan, yet to leave his 
hands entirely free as to sending them at any future 
time. Iam sure Major Grey will bear me out in this 
statement; it may also be in his recollection that the 
Ameer took a sudden whim into his head as to taking 
his friend Colonel Charles Chamberlain back with him to 
Cabul—a step to which Lord Mayo declined to accede. 

Whilst the Ameer was not unwilling, the Viceroy 
was not willing, to see British officers in Afghanistan. 
Lord Mayo only wished to establish what he called an 
‘“‘mtermediate’”’ policy. He had no wish to interfere, 
nor was there at that time any object in doing so, with 
the internal politics of the country or with the family 
quarrels of the Barakzaies; consequently at his per- 
sonal conferences with Shere Ali, he gave him no 
encouragement to bring forward the question of 
Agents, or other measures involving responsibility in 
the internal affairs of Afghanistan. 

Lord Mayo’s own views in this respect are contained 
in his private correspondence with the Duke of Argyll 
and others. 

Thus, he wrote, on the 2nd March 1869,— 

‘“‘T am entirely opposed to any attempt to take any 
direct part in the internal affairs of Afghanistan.”’ 

On the 3rd of June 1869 he wrote,— 

‘‘As the invasion by a foreign Huropean Power of 
his territory was never alluded to by the Ameer or me, 
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our course of action, in the event of such an occur- 
rence taking place, is not affected by anything that 
took place at Umballa.”’ 

He again wrote, on the 10th June 1869,— 

“Tt was repeatedly explained to him (Shere Ali) 
that we should never send a British soldier to assist 
him against his rebellious subjects.” 

And again, on the 2nd July 1871,— 

‘Then (if Afghanistan were threatened from with- 
out) it might be indispensable to the safety of India 
that we should support the Ruler of Cabul with men, 
money, and arms; but the Ameer was told at Umballa 
that no British officer or soldier would ever cross his 
frontier to help him to put down a rebellion. Afghans 
do not fight when they can murder or bribe. As our 
officers do not indulge in the latter business, they 
would probably, if employed in Afghanistan, be dis- 
posed of by assassination, in which case, I think, the 
British lion would naturally seek revenge. I think 
we should wait a long time before we encouraged civil 
war in Afghanistan by giving either officers or money 
to assist any Barakzat in conquering another.” 

Again, in regard to the general line of policy to be 
pursued in future contingencies towards Afghanistan 
and other neighbouring States, he wrote :—* 

‘‘T have never met a sensible politician who held 
the opinion that our true policy is to await an mva- 
sion of India within our frontiers. I have frequently 
laid down what I believe to be the cardinal points of 


* Memorandum, 29 December 1871. 
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Anglo-Indian policy. They may be summed up in a 
few words. We should establish with our frontier 
States of Khelat, Afghanistan, Yarkund, Nepal, and 
Burmah, intimate relations of friendship; we should 
make them feel that, though we are all-powerful, we 
desire to support their nationality; that when necessity 
arises we might assist them with money, arms, and 
even, perhaps, in certain eventualities, with men. We 
could thus create in them outworks of our Empire; and 
assuring them that the days of annexation are passed, 
make them know that they have everything to gain 
and nothing to lose by endeavouring to deserve our 
favour and support. Further, we should strenuously 
oppose any attempt to neutralise those territories in 
the Kuropean sense, or to sanction or invite the inter- 
ference of any Huropean Power in their affairs. It 
may take years to develope this policy. It is contrary 
to what has been hitherto our course in India; but if 
it 1s once established, recognised, and appreciated, our 
Kmpire will be comparatively secure.” 

These were the general views held consistently by 
Lord Mayo during his Indian administration. He had 
no wish in 1869 to send British Agents to Afghanistan, 
knowing that to do so at that moment was to court 
risk for no corresponding. benefit. They could then 
only have gone to interfere with domestic politics, or 
to support the Ameer’s dynasty. Afghanistan was 
not threatened from without. Although Russia had 
made rapid conquests in Central Asia, she had not 
approached inconveniently near to the Afghan border; 
and Persia showed no symptom of aggression on 
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Herat. Consequently the discussions at Umballa 
between Lord Mayo and Shere Ali dealt rather 
with Afghanistan recovering from domestic brawls, 
than with Afghanistan fearing the ageressions of 
a foreign power. This state of things gave a very 
distinct colour to the Umballa proceedings, and made 
all that was then said and done essentially different 
from transactions of a more recent date. 

Lord Mayo was not, however, satisfied with the 
mode in which we were represented in Afghanistan, 
and he, therefore, authorised the Foreign Secretary to 
confer tentatively with Nur Mahomed on the subject. 
I give the question put, and the answer given, in the 
two conferences held on this subject on the 1st and 
8rd of April, 1869:—1st April. “ Question. Would 
the Ameer sanction Native Agents in Afghanistan, 
either as visitors or as permanent residents, sup- 
posing the British Government wished it?” eply. 
‘he Minister remarked that he did not wish 
to commit himself, and asked rather anxiously 
whether European Agents were intended, observing, 
at the same time, that it was no use to send any but 
Mahommedans; Hindoos were of no good at all. He 
begged that his reply might not be put on paper. He 
said that he first distinctly wished to ascertain the 
Ameer’s sentiments. . . . - He added, he was 
looking far forward, and the day might come when 
the ‘Russ’ would arrive, and the Ameer would be 
glad not only of British officers as Agents, but of 
arms and troops to back them.” 

3rd April. ‘Referring to the points which were 
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reserved in the conversation of April Ist, 1869, the 
Minister said that there was no occasion to include 
Ghazni as a place of residence for a British Agent, as 
Ghazni was included in Cabul. The Ameer was ready 
to have a writer to accompany him wherever he moved, 
and to allow of men in Turkestan and Balkh, when 
the country was more settled.” 

“ At the close of the interview the Foreign Secretary 
took the Minister apart and clearly explained to him 
Fis Excellency’s instructions that, under no circum- 
stances, was the Ameer to expect that British troops 
would cross the border to put down civil war or 
domestic contention. This intimation was repeated to 
the Minister by the Foreign Secretary at a subsequent 
interview, and the Minister’s reply on both occasions 
was clear and satisfactory as to the Ameer’s full 
understanding on this point.” 

In alluding to the conversations, Lord Mayo* 
said :— 

““‘l'wo interviews have taken place between the con- 
fidential adviser of His Highness Syud Noor Mahomed 
Shah and our Foreign Secretary. At these interviews 
various matters of importance were fully discussed, 
and the means whereby trade with Afghanistan could 
be encouraged, and additional measures for securing 
the peace of the frontier could be promoted, were 
carefully considered. An opportunity was also taken, 
at the same time, to inform the Minister, in the 


“ Government of India to Secretary of State, 3 April 1869, 
p. 89, Afghanistan, No. 1. 
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clearest and most explicit terms, that the British 
Government would always abstain from any direct 
interference in the internal affairs of Afghanistan, and 
that under no circumstances could British troops or 
British officers be employed across the frontier im 
quelling civil contentions or domestic strife.” 

Lord Mayo’s object at Umballa was to keep his 
Government free from engagements and pledges of 
any kind except those contained in the letter addressed 
to Shere Ali, dated 31st March 1869,* which intimated 
to him that whilst the British Government did not 
desire to interfere in the “internal affairs of Afghan- 
istan,” yet that it would “view with severe displeasure” 
any attempts on the part of his rivals to disturb his 
position as Ruler of Cabul and rekindle civil war ; 
and that it would further endeavour, from time to 
time, “‘ by such means as circumstances may require,” 
to strengthen the Government of His Highness. 

Finding, however, that the Home Government 
did not view these pledges with favour, he justified 
them in some detail in a subsequent despatch,t de- 
scribing his general policy at Umballa in the following 
words :— 

«The policy that we had endeavoured to establish 
may be termed an intermediate one ; that is to say, that 
while we distinctly intimated to the Ameer that, under 
no circumstances, should a British soldier ever cross 
his frontier to assist him in coercing his rebellious 
subjects ; that no European officers would be placed 


* See p. 90, Afghanistan, No. 1. 
+ Government of India, 1 July 1869, p. 94, Afghanistan, No. 1. 
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as Residents in his cities; that no fixed subsidy or 
money allowance would be given for any named period; 
that no promise of assistance in other ways would be 
made; that no treaty would be entered into, obliging 
us under every circumstance to recognise him and his 
descendants rulers of Afghanistan, yet that we were 
prepared by the most open and absolute present 
recognition, and by every public evidence of friendly 
disposition, of respect for his character and interest in 
his fortunes, to give him all the moral support in our 
power, and that in addition we were willing to assist 
him with money, arms, ammunition, native artificers, 
and in other ways, whenever we deemed it possible or 
desirable to do so.” 

I admit that the phrase in this letter touching the 
‘“‘ Kuropean officers’? may be construed to bear, to 
some extent, the mterpretation placed upon it by the 
Duke of Argyll, in the light of Lord Mayo’s private 
letter of the 3rd of June 1869. 

But I affirm with confidence, on the evidence of 
Lord Mayo’s other letters and the official records of 
1869, that no pledge of the nature suggested was 
given to the Ameer at Umballa. It was Shere Ali 
who, on first arrival at Umballa, expressed his 


Oye, 


‘willingness’ to receive British Agents at his out- 
posts, and his absolute “wish” to receive them if 
Russia ever approached nearer to him. It was Lord 
Mayo who knew that such a measure, if adopted 
by him, would draw from the Ameer further pres- 
sure for a treaty on the lines of the agreement of 


1857, and commit him to support the Ameer’s dynasty. 
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The subject came, therefore, into the category of what 
the Ameer was not to have. | 

I much regret, by any testimony of my own, to 
cast a shadow of doubt on any expressions used by 
Lord Mayo in his private letters. But these expres- 
sions must be read, as I said before, in the light of 
the official records of 1869, and of the spirit of that 
great and good Viceroy’s whole policy. I feel sure 
that no one more than Lord Mayo himself, were he 
now alive, would regret the meaning attached to 
words which he intended merely to apply to the 
fact that he had no desire to force a ‘‘ Resident 
at Cabul’’ on the Ameer, or to send officers across 
the frontier to countenance Shere Ali’s family quar- 
rels, and commit the British Government to support 
his dynasty in the state of things existing at that 
period. 

Is it possible that Lord Mayo, whose sole object at 
Umballa was to establish an intermediate policy capable 
of future development, and to keep his hands free in 
regard to future contingencies, would tie to all time 
his own action, and the action of his successors, by 
a pledge in the sense understood by the Duke of 
Argyll? Could he have done so without specific 
instructions from the Home Government? Had so 
solemn a pledge been given, would it not have been as 
solemnly placed on official record P Would it not have 
been given personally by the Viceroy to Shere Ali? 
Would not Shere Ali have mentioned it in subsequent 
transactions ? Would not Nur Mahomed have brought 
it forward as an unanswerable argument to Lord North- 
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brook in 1873,* when his Foreign Secretary pressed on 
that wily Asiatic the advantages of a permanent British 
representative at Cabul? Would he not equally have 
given to such a pledge a prominent place in his argu- 
ments at the Peshawur Conference of 1877, and have 
thereby effectually stopped all further discussion ? 

Nur Mahomed certainly did constantly refer, both 
in 1873 and 1877, to Lord Mayo’s pledges to the 
Ameer, but only in the sense that those pledges meant 
an unconditional guarantee of protection without 
return of any kind from Shere Ali—an argument 
successfully disproved both by Lord Northbrook and 
Lord Lytton. 

It stands to reason that if the Ameer was not un- 
willing in 1869 to receive British Agents into his 
country (except at Cabul), he would hardly have 
devoted all his energies to obtain a concession, a 
solemn pledge, to the contrary from Lord Mayo. 

If the evidence, in regard to this willingness, of the 
Viceroy’s confidential interpreter, Major Grey; of the 


* See Government of India letter, para. 13, 10 May 1877, p. 162, 
Afghanistan, No.1. It is remarkable that in none of the arguments 
used by Nur Mahomed at any time was mention made of any pledge 
given to the Ameer by Lord Mayo on the subject of Agents. It is 
equally remarkable, as showing the slow rate of progression of 
the Afghan nation, that Nur Mahomed repeated the same excuses 
for delay, in regard to the question of British Agents in Afghan- 
istan, as urged twenty years previously by Hafiz-ji. No wonder 
the Ameer exclaimed at Peshawur, “ All people are advancing in 
the arts of peace and civilization. It is only we Afghans who 
remain the ignorant asses we have always been.” (Commissioner 
of Peshawur’s Report, 12th March 1869). 
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Ameer’s friend and confidential interpreter, Dr. Bellew; 
of the Viceroy’s Private Secretary ; and of Lord Mayo 
himself; are collectively to be treated as inaccurate 
and valueless, then I have nothing more to say. But 
I venture to think that no after attempts to shake 





nt our evidence, or to throw doubts on records accepted 
a, and officially recorded in 1869, should be allowed 
ti to weigh with any reasonable mind as against facts 
De established in that year, accepted by the Govern- 
wie | ment of that day as genuine, and not doubted or 
poe attempted to be shaken until many years afterwards. 
nl | If, on the other hand, our evidence is trustworthy, 
| then the argument now put forward that British 
ot officers in Afghanistan were in 1869 the one dread 
nto and abhorrence of Shere Ali* falls to the ground. 
ly It is of course possible that Lord Mayo, when he 
S| instructed Mr. Seton Karr to let the subject of a Resi- 


dent at Cabul “drop,” may have given him some 
general authority to assure Nur Mahomed that he had 
no wish to send an officer to Cabul against the Ameer’s 
wish. Admitting this, for the sake of argument, let 
us examine for a few moments how the fact affects 
the policy adopted since 1875-76, by Her Majesty’s 


ane! 
of present Government and the Viceroy. 

ai | The instructionst sent by Lord Salisbury to the 
et Governor-General of India on the 22nd January 1875, 
Ai made the establishment of a British Agency at Herat 
io (not at Cabul) dependent on the “assent of the 
rane 

a 

Rd * «The Eastern Question,” Vol. ii. p. 271. 
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Ameer,” His instructions of the 19th November 
1875 pointed equally to the necessity of obtaining 
the “concurrence” of the Ameer even in receiving 
a temporary mission in his capital to confer on Central 
Asian affairs. The instructions of the 28th February 
1876, given to Lord Lytton, pointed equally to 
a temporary mission to Cabul “to overcome the 
Ameer’s apparent reluctance,” as reported by Lord 
Northbrook, to the establishment of Agencies in 
Afghanistan ; and to the offer of great and permanent 
benefits, the only return for which benefits was to be 
His Highness’s consent to the placing of British 
Agents in those parts of his dominions whence they 
might best watch the “course of events” outside his 
dominions. There is certairily no sign in these papers 
of any attempt to break solemn pledges, even had 
they been given, or any desire to force Agents on 
Shere .Ali “ against his wish.” 

From my position as Private Secretary to Lord 
Lytton, I am able to say from personal experience that 
nothing could exceed, from the first moment he landed 
in India, the patience with which that nobleman dealt 
with Shere Ali, and the pains he took in carrying out 
the instructions of the Home Government. 

On arrival at Calcutta he arranged, with the 
unanimous concurrence of his Council, to send 
his own aide-de-camp, Ressaldar Khanan Khan, to 
the Ameer, charged with a letter and verbal mes- 
sages to Shere Ali, informing him of his intention 
to depute Sir Lewis Pelly temporarily to Cabul, or 
to any other place convenient to His Highness, 











(1 ae *) 


he to confer on “ matters of common interest to the two 
ty Governments.” No question of Agents was men- 
my tioned, but the verbal communications which the Res- 
fn | saldar was empowered to make were of a most friendly 
wn | and assuring nature. 

‘hy Shere Ali declined to receive Lord Lytton’s Hnvoy ; 
te and this within a month after the Viceroy’s arrival in 
on India, long before Lord Lytton committed the offences 
‘it of which the Duke of Argyll so emphatically accuses 
lt him. Yes, the Ameer, who had two Russian Native 
oh Agents at his Court, who was in full correspondence with 
i General Kauffman, and who was, according to intelli- 
lee gence afterwards received from reliable sources, making 
” preparations for exciting a jehad at Cabul against the 
re | British Government, declined to receive the British 
bl | Envoy. The matters to be laid before the Ameer 


were of too great importance to be sent in writing for 
the criticism of General Kauffman; the Ameer could 


a | not come at that moment to India; and the Viceroy 
ta | did not feel justified in submitting his proposals to 
ra any one but the Ameer himself; he desired, how- 
i | ever, to be patient; and although much disappointed 


at the Ameer’s refusal, he took no hurried action: he 
again consulted his Council, and, with the concurrence 
of the majority of his advisers, deemed it right, under 
the special circumstances of the moment, not to ac- 
quiesce in that refusal, but to reply to Shere Al's 
letter in firmer language than under ordimary circum- 








stances he would have used, warning him not to hastily 
reject the hand of friendship held out to him. Lord 
Lytton had special reasons, justified by the events 
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of the moment, for wording his communication in 
this language, urging the Ameer to reconsider his 
position and the chances he was throwing away of a 
firm alliance with the British Government. That 
communication went to the Ameer, after careful and 
lengthened consideration at Simla, on the 8th of J uly 
1876. 

After a delay of nearly two months, the Ameer 
replied, still refusing to receive Sir Lewis Pelly, but 
proposing that the British Vakeel at Cabul should be 
summoned to Simla to expound the whole state of 
affairs, and to hear what the British Government had 
to say to the Ameer. So reluctant was Lord Lytton 
to treat the Ameer harshly or hastily, that he put 
aside all his own wishes on the subject, and con- 
sented to this course. By the hand of this Vakeel 
he entrusted, for communication to Shere Ah, an 
Aide Memoire, dated 13th Oct. 1876. 

This Aide Memoire informed Shere Ali, clearly and 
succinctly, of the great and liberal concessions the 
British Government was prepared to grant him, and 
of the reasonable return required by it for those 
concessions. 

In offering the Ameer these terms, viz. a treaty of 
alliance, a dynastic and_ territorial guarantee, and 
prospective financial and military aid, Lord Lytton 
distinctly indicated, in conciliatory language, that he 
had no desire to press Agents on the Ameer against 
his wish. But it was clearly impossible to undertake 
the weighty obligations, above noted, on behalf of the 
Ameer unless His Highness, on his part, consented to 
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accept the conditions offered to him; and this was all 
that was intimated to Shere Ali. He was asked to 
discuss the matter frankly, and he knew perfectly well 
that the discussion would be a fair and reasonable one 
on the part of the Indian authorities. 

In this Aide Memoire Lord Lytton said, in effect, 
‘‘T am prepared to give you a treaty, guarantee your 
dynasty, a large annual subsidy, and defence from 
outward aggression, some of which benefits you desired 
in 1869, some in 1873; if you desire them now, all I 
ask in return is permission to establish a British 
Agent at Herat or elsewhere on your frontier to watch 
affairs beyond it. These officers are not to inter- 
fere with you. If they do, 1 will at once recall them.”’ 
In short, to be accurate, I give his own words.* He 
said :— 

“ T authorise the Agent to tell the Ameer that I am 
glad to find it in my power to relieve his mind from 
many apprehensions as to my intentions, which appear 
to have been caused by circumstances previous to 
my assumption of the Government of India. I 
authorise the Agent to tell the Ameer that, if His 
Highness wishes to make me his friend, I will be a 
warm and true, a fast and firm, friend to him, doing 
all that is practically in my power to stand by him 
in his difficulties, to cordially support him, to 
strengthen his throne, to establish his dynasty, and to 
confirm the succession in the person of his son Sirdar 
Abdullah Jan,”’ etc, 

“T am, therefore, willing to give him a treaty of 
friendship and alliance, and also to afford him assistance 

* Aide Memoire, p. 185, Afghanistan, No. 1. 
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in arms, men, and money, for the defence of his terri-. 


tory against unprovoked foreign invasion. I am 
further willing to give him immediate pecuniary 
assistance, and to give to his son, Abdullah Jan, the 
public recognition and support of the British Govern- 
ment. 

“But I cannot do any one of these things unless 
the Ameer is, on his part, equally willing to afford me 
the practical means of assisting His Highness in the 
protection of his frontier, by the residence of a British 
Agent at Herat, and at such other parts of that frontier, 
most exposed to danger from without, as may be 
hereafter agreed upon. 

“TI do not even wish to embarrass the Ameer, whose 
present difficulties I fully sympathise with, by carrying 
out this arrangement until after the signature of a 
Treaty of Alliance between us, on terms which ought 
to satisty His Highness of the perfect loyalty of our 
friendship; nor until after the Ameer shall have had 
the means of making known to his people that the 
presence of a British Agent in Afghanistan signifies 
that he is there without interfering in internal State 
matters, as the firm supporter of the Ameer and of 
the heir-apparent, to aid them with all the influence 
and ‘power of the British Government in defending 
their country against foreign aggression, and to dis- 
courage attempts on the part of the disaffected to 
disturb its internal tranquillity or weaken the throne 
of His Highness. 

“It will be the duty of any such British Agents to 
watch the external affairs of the frontier, furnishing 
timely and trustworthy intelligence thereof to the 
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Ameer, as well as to the British Government. Should 
the Ameer at any time have good cause to complain 
that any British Agent has interfered in the internal 
affairs of the country, the Agent will at once be 
re-called. 

‘“T have no wish to disturb the existing Native 
Agency at Cabul, or to urge upon the Ameer the 
reception of a permanent British Envoy at his Court, 
if His Highness thmks that the presence of such an 
Envoy would be a source of embarrassment to him. 
But, in that case, I should, of course, expect that no 
obstacle be placed in the way of confidential commu- 
nications between myself and His Highness, by means 
of special Envoys, whenever the interests of the two 
Governments may require them. 

‘In short, it is my object and desire that the treaty 
of friendship and alliance, as well as the presence of 
British Agents on the Afghan frontier, should be a 
great strength and support to the Ameer, both at 
home as well as abroad, and not a source of weakness 
or embarrassment to him.” 

In his personal conference with the British Vakeel 
(who was individually opposed to anything like his 
own supersession in Afghanistan by temporary or per- 
manent HKuropean Agents, and was not therefore a very 
cordial co-operator) Lord Lytton used firm language. 
It was necessary to show this official that whilst the 
British Government did not desire to be unfriendly to 
Shere Al, it was not a Government to be trifled with. 
The Ameer, after all, was only asked to consider the 
proposals laid before him; they were not bemg forced 


upon him against his will. The Vakeel expressed, 
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or at any rate pretended to express, his hope that 
Shere Ali would consent to consider the proposals so 
beneficial to his interests. But the hostile feeling at 
Cabul against the British Government remained un- 
changed. On the return of the Vakeel, the Ameer, 
under pretence of sickness, declined to receive him 
for some weeks; and when at last he did so it was 
not in any very friendly spirit. In fact, there was 
treachery at work, and a further delay of three 
months ; during which the Viceroy vainly waited for a 
reply to, or even a recognition of, his friendly Aide 
Memoire. 

At length, on the 28th January, 1877, the Prime 
Minister, apparently as a reply to the Aide Memoire, 
appeared at Peshawur. The Viceroy accepted the 
deputation of this functionary as a token of Shere Ali’s 
acquiescence in the discussion of the important matters 
impending between them, on the bases of that docu- 
ment. But he was deceived. Nur Mahomed wasted 
meetings which lasted from the 30th of January to 
the 19th February, 1877, in mere recriminations as 
to past policy. He professed to have no authority to 
discuss the bases of the Aide Memoire ; and all this time 
Shere Ali continued his activity at Cabul in jehad 
matters; and now openly, as he had hitherto done 
secretly, issued to the whole of the tribes down the 
frontier, sunnuds obtained from the Akhoond of Swat, 
authorising a religious war against the British Govern- 
ment, a war which might have broken out at any 
moment. Shere Ali was in nightly conference with 
Russian Agents; affairs in Europe were critical, and 
Lord Lytton was only too glad to take advantage of 
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the death of Nur Mahomed to avoid further pitfalls. 
He now found it impossible to pledge the British 
Government to a treaty with a ruler who so clearly 
showed the cloven hoof, and he put an end, on justi- 
fiable grounds, to a conference which could in these 
circumstances only end in mischief. Lord Lytton took 
this step not only with the full concurrence of his 
confidential advisers, but with the approval of the 
Home Government. 

Such is the history of the commencement and 
termination of the Peshawur conference. Whilst the 
Indian Viceroy was endeavouring to maintain satis- 
factory relations with the Ameer by offering him all 
he was ever supposed to desire, in return for a con- 
cession to which he had not in former years indicated 
insuperable objections, Shere Ali was nourishing 
against the British Government an inveterate ani- 
mosity, an animosity rendered specially dangerous by 
the past mtimacy of his relations with General Kauf- 
mann. ‘This intimacy we were powerless to prevent 
or counteract on account of our continued and accepted 
exclusion from Afghanistan. 

In the then existing state of things in Europe it 
became necessary for the Government of India to 
remain passive, so long as 1t could do so with dignity, 
and so long as the Ameer did not commit any further 
overt act of hostility. 

But all further eftorts to strengthen our relations 


with him, and to place them on a proper footing, were 
useless ; and close intercourse between the two Go- 
vernments practically ceased. Events had, in fact, 
proved the correctness of Lord Mayo’s view of Shere 
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Ah, as expressed in 1869: “He is a wilful, impulsive 
man, leaving much to fate, and possessing few of 
the generous qualities which characterised his father. 
We cannot do much but watch him as well as we 
ean,” 

I confine my observations to facts in regard to 
which I have personal knowledge and recollection. 
I do not, therefore, attempt to touch on those later 
passages in our relations with Cabul which followed 
the Ameer’s reception, in July last, of a Russian 
mission. I do not write in any controversial spirit, 
nor do I desire to do more than fulfil a duty to Lord 
Mayo, to Major Grey, and to myself, in establishing 
truth, and in removing doubts as to the accurac 
of our evidence. : 

I commend the plain facts set forth in this narrative 
to the impartial consideration of fair-minded men, 
before they accept as conclusive the Duke of Argyll’s 
estimate of the evidence, on particular points, of 
witnesses opposed to his own view of the case; and 
his criticisms on the action of the present Viceroy of 
India and the Government which Lord Lytton hag 
faithfully served. 


OWEN TUDOR BURNE. 
London, 15th Feb. 1879. 




















Norz.—Since writing the foregoing observations, 
I have read a letter from Major Grey in the Times of 
this day’s date. As this letter strengthens my own 
evidence bearing on the Umballa conferences, I append 
an extract from it :— 


“I was confidentially employed by Lord Mayo on the occasion of 
the meeting with Ameer Shere Ali Khan at Umballa. I kept full 
memoranda of everything that occurred, and these, with copies of 
official reports, semi-official notes, and other papers that passed 
through my hands, are now before me. 

“Mr. Seton Karr should be cognizant of what passed between 
myself and the Ameer, or his Wazir, on various occasions during 
the Umballa meeting, for I embodied the results of my interviews 
in official reports, dated the 29th of March, the 8rd of April, and 
the 4th of April, 1869. In the last of these, which was a summary 
of my entire proceedings, I gave an abstract of the results of private 
interviews with the Ameer, or Wazir, on the 26th of March (before 
the Viceroy’s arrival), the 27th, 29th, 30th, and the 3lst of March, 
the 1st of April (three interviews), the 2nd of April (several 
interviews), and the 3rd of April. In the first of them is the 
following passage :— 

““* He (the Ameer) is open to any proposition for securing his 
northern border ; while doubtful of any Russian power for aggres- 
sion for some years to come, still thinks precautions should be 
taken ; would construct forts on his own part or under our superin- 
tendence, and admit European garrisons if ever desired; would 
gladly see an agent or engimeer superintendent there (in Balkh), 
Herat, or anywhere but actually in Cabul, which might lead to the 
supposition of his being a puppet. There would be no danger to 
such did they respect the Afghans and themselves.’ 

“My summary of the 4th of April, 1869, before referred to, states 
that the Ameer was a party to this conversation, which occurred 
previous to the first private interview of the Ameer with the Vice- 
roy on the 29th of March. J obtained the Ameer’s opinions on this 
point with a view to the matter being broached at that interview, which, 
however, for some reason, was notdone. ‘The second private interview 
between the Viceroy and Ameer occurred on the 3rd of April. My 
official summary of the 4th of April, says :-— 

“<Qn Friday, the 2nd of April, I had several interviews with 
the Ameer and Wazir regarding points to be settled by the latter 
with the Foreign Secretary next morning (the discussion regarding 
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trade routes) and by the Ameer at the next = 8 spe 
interview. ’ 

‘¢ My private memoranda say on this head :— 

“¢Tn accordance with my representations, therefore, a new letter 
was addressed to the Ameer, to which I was directed, if possible, 
to obtain a reply of complete satisfaction, and also to arrive at a 
definite understanding with him on various other points noted 
below, after which should be held the second private interview, 
which should in a manner sanction and confirm the results of the 
negotiations. “The points were: (1) That the Ameer should accede 
to our deputation of native Agents wherever we pleased—to this 
the Ameer agreed and promised to assist them in every way; (2) 
to ascertain whether the Ameer was agreeable to the deputation of 
an Envoy at some future date—on this point the Ameer expressed 
his willingness to receive an Envoy as soon as things ‘had somewhat 
settled down, anywhere save at Cabul, where he thought it would 
affect his power with the people. é 

“Tn March, 1875, the Government of India inquired from me 
whether my knowledge of what passed at Umballa led me to 
believe that the Ameer would received British officers at Herat or 
Candahar. I replied, giving the facts detailed above, and adding, 
‘I may note that the Ameer was at the time eager to meet our 
views, or what he supposed to be such, and his whole attitude was 
that of one anxious to please.’ I further explained myself, semi- 
officially, as follows :— 

“<¢Tn saying that he would receive an Envoy when matters had 
somewhat settled down, the Ameer referred, as I understood, 
merely to his immediate troubles, Afghanistan being then still 
much disturbed and a campaign in Turkestan imminent. I had 
been instructed to ask whether the Ameer would receive an Envoy 
“at some future date.” He had agreed to the deputation of native 
Agents “ wherever we pleased,” and his only stipulation regarding 
British Envoys was that they should not reside in Cabul.’ 

“ Your obedient servant, 
“H. Grey, Major, Political Agent and Superin- 
“tendent, Bahawalpur State. 
‘‘ Bahawalpur, Jan. 18.” 
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